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US. Customs Service 
(T.D. 76-160) 


Foreign currencies—Daily rates for countries not on quarterly list 


Rates of exchange certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York for the Hong Kong dollar, Iran rial, Philippines 
peso, Singapore dollar, Thailand baht (tical) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., May 21, 1976. 


The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 
522(c), Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c)), has certi- 
fied buying rates in U.S. dollars for the dates and foreign currencies 
shown below. These rates of exchange are published for the informa- 
tion and use of Customs officers and others concerned pursuant to 
Part 159, Subpart C, Customs Regulations (19 CFR 159, Subpart C). 


Hong Kong dollar: 

me ee, ee $0. 2035 
Tran rial: 

Rily 10-98 fore... hoes... 82 $0. 0143 
Philippines peso: 

BARS Aderalh, 1B70. - 6 oo neo ain we wend ie-- oe $0. 1325 
Singapore dollar: 

RE RN id cece Soca $0. 4037 

PE AG i ek ney . 4026 

UN EG og ee ee ane . 4037 

I WO ia . 4040 

MSY 31: 1976 sinc Sotrnding thee awn ac> <el-5 - 4032 
Thailand baht (tical): 

WE NPS, Se ee ee cae gies ne ns ore $0. 0490 
(LIQ-3) 


JaMEs D. CoLEMAN, 
for Joun B. O’Loveutiin, 
Director, 

Duty Assessment Division. 

1 








2 CUSTOMS 
(T.D. 76-161) 


Foreign currencies—Certification of Rates 


Rates of exchange certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the 
Federal Reserve Bank of New York 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., May 21, 1976. 


The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 522(c), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c)), has certified the 
following rates of exchange which varied by 5 per centum or more from 
the quarterly rate published in Treasury Decision 76-121 for the fol- 
lowing countries. Therefore, as to entries covering merchandise ex- 
ported on the dates listed, whenever it is necessary for Customs pur- 
poses to convert such currency into currency of the United States, 
conversion shall be at the following daily rates: 


Treland pound: 


IRQY ohh gr Sie cts ork atin oth wane aie eee $1. 7800 
United Kingdom pound: 

May 21, 1976... .ncicvececcsckccees cae $1. 7800 
(LIQ-3) 


JamEs D. CoLEMAN, 
for Joun B. O’Loveutuin, 
Director, 

Duty Assessment Division. 


[Published in the Feprrat Reaister June 2, 1976 (41 FR 22283)] 





(T.D. 76-162) 
Bonds 


Approval and discontinuance of consolidated aircraft bonds (air carrier blanket 
bonds) Customs Form 7605 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., June 1, 1976. 


The following consolidated aircraft bond has been approved or 
discontinued as shown below. The symbol “D” indicates that the 
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bond previously outstanding has been discontinued on the month, 
day, and year represented by the figures which follow. “PB” refers 
to a previous bond, dated as represented by figures in parentheses 
immediately following, which has been discontinued. If the previous 
bond was in the name of a different company or if the surety was 
different, the information is shown in a footnote at end of list. 





Date Date Filed with area 
Name of Principal and surety Te of ‘tor of 


rm rec 
Commences Approval Customs; amount 





The Flying Tiger Line, Inc., 7401 World Way West, | May 4,1976 | July 1,1976 | Los Angeles, CA; 
Los Angeles, CA; American Ins, Co. $100,000 
(PB 5/25/70) D 6/30/76 





1 Surety is Federal Ins. Co. 


The foregoing principal has been designated as a carrier of bonded 
merchandise. 


(BON-3-01) 


Karuryn C. Prerprson, 
for Lronarp LEHMAN, 

Assistant Commissioner, 
Regulations and Rulings. 


(T.D. 76-163) 
Bonds 


Approval and discontinuance of bonds on Customs Form 7587 for the control of 
instruments of international traffic of a kind specified in section 10.41a of the 
Customs Regulations 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CuUSTOMs, 
Washington, D.C., June 1, 1976. 


Bonds on Customs Form 7587 for the control of instruments of 
international traffic of a kind specified in section 10.41a of the Customs 
Regulations have been approved or discontinued as shown below. 
The symbol “D” indicates that the bond previously outstanding 
has been discontinued on the month, day, and year represented by the 
figures which follow. “PB” refers to a previous bond, dated as repre- 
sented by figures in parenthesis immediately following which has 
been discontinued. If the previous bond was in the name of a different 
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company or if the surety was different, the information is shown in a 


footnote at the end of list. 


Name of principal and surety 





Carte Electric Ltd., 1995 Logan Ave., Winnipeg, Mani- 
toba Canada; St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. 


Harrington & Company, Inc., (A Florida Corp.), 820 
N.E, 2nd Ave., Miami, FL; St. Paul Fire & Marine 
Ins. Co. 

(PB 4/1/75 D 4/22/76 4 


Madawaska Brick & Block Corporation, R.F.D. Box 
250, Madawaska, ME; Hartford Accident & Indem- 
nity Co. 


Morflot Freightliners, Inc. 512 Board of Trade Bldg., 
Portland, OR; St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. 


Mutual Wholesale Liquor, Inc., A Calif. Corp., 4510 
South Boyle St., Los Angeles, CA; Safeco Ins, Co. 
of America 


Norsk Pacific Steamship Co., Lid., P.O. Box 3441, 
San Juan, PR; Liberty Mutual Ins. Co. of MA 
D 7/22/76 


Pechiney Ugine Kuhlmann Corp., & its Division, 
Ugine Kuhlmann of America, 325 Sylvan Ave., Rt. 
9-W, Englewood Cliffs, NJ; American Motorists 
Ins. Co. 


Refricentro, Inc., 380 Barbosa Ave., Hato Rey, PR; 
Peerless Ins. Co. 


Reiters Beer Distributors Inc., 67 Jay St., Brooklyn, 
NY; American Motorists Ins, Co. 
(PB 5/12/69) D 5/12/76 4 





Date 
of Bond 


July 


Apr. 


Apr. 


Feb. 


July 


Apr. 


May 


1 Surety is Sentry Indemnity Co. (A Wisconsin Corp.). 


2 Surety is St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. 


(BON-3-10) 


1, 1974 


1, 1976 


20, 1976 


13, 1976 


- 10,1975 


22, 1978 


26, 1976 


6, 1976 


12, 1976 


Date 
of 
Approval 


July 


Apr. 


Apr. 


Feb. 


Nov. 


July 


Apr. 


May 


Apr. 


19, 1974 


22, 1976 


238, 1976 


13, 1976 


12, 1975 


5, 1973 


27, 1976 


6, 1976 


30, 1976 


Filed with district 
director/area 
director; amount 


Detroit, MI; 
$10,000 


Miami, FL; 
$10,000 


Portland, ME; 
$10,000 


Portland, OR; 
$10,000 
Los Angeles, CA; 


$10,000 


San Francisco, CA; 
$10,000 


New York Sea- 
port; $10,000 


San Juan, PR; 
$20,000 


New York Sea- 
port; $10,000 


Katuryn C. Prererson, 
for LEonaRD LEHMAN, 
Assistant Commissioner, 

Regulations and Rulings. 


“ae 


CUSTOMS 


(T.D. 76-164) 
Bonds 


Approval and discontinuance of Carrier bonds, Customs Form 3587 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 


Washington, D.C., June 1, 1976. 


Bonds of carriers for the transportation of bonded merchandise 
have been approved or discontinued as shown below. The symbol 
“DP” indicates that the bond previously outstanding has been dis- 
continued on the month, day, and year represented by the figures 


which follow. ‘““PB” refers to a previous bond, dated as represented 


by figures in parentheses immediately following, which has been 
discontinued. If the previous bond was in the name of a different 
company or if the surety was different, the information is shown in 


a footnote at the end of the list. 


Name of principal and surety 





Arnold Bros. Transport Ltd., 739 Lagimodiere Blvd., 
Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada; motor carrier, St. 
Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. 


Arrow Trucking Co., 4230 8S. Elwood, Tulsa, OK; 
motor carrier, St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. 


Beacon Fast Freight Co., Inc,, 111 Washington St., 
Brookline, MA; motor carrier, American Casualty 
Co. of Reading, PA 

(PB 4/5/74) D 5/11/76! 


Blue Line Express, Inc., 260 Daniel Webster Highway, 
Nashua, NH; motor carrier, Lawyers Surety Corp. 
(PB 3/15/73) D 4/20/762 


Central Railroad Co. of NJ, 233 Broadway, New 
York, NY; rail carrier, General Ins. Co. of America 
D 5/10/76 


Fischbach Trucking Co., 921 Sherman St., Akron, 
OH; motor carrier, U.S. Fidelity & Guaranty Co. 
D 5/7/76 


Frank M. Herbert, Inc., P.O. Box 3027, North Bruns- 
wick, NJ; motor carrier, Liberty Mutual Ins. Co. 


Harold Wesley Howerton d/b/a Howerton Truck 
Brokerage, 804 N. Cage, Pharr, TX; motor carrier, 
Lawyers Surety Corp. 

(PB 12/4/74) D 12/4/75 3 


Date 


of 


Dec. 


Apr. 


Dee. 


Sept 


Apr. 


Dec. 


Bond 


26, 1978 


6, 1976 


11, 1976 


20, 1976 


23, 1970 


. 13, 1968 


7, 1976 


4, 1975 


Date 
of 
Approval 


Dec. 27, 1973 


May 10,1976 


May 11,1976 


Apr. 20,1976 


Jan. 4,1971 


Sept. 20, 1968 


4, 1976 


Dec, 4,1975 


Filed with district 
director/area 
director; amount 


Pembina, ND; 
$25,000 


Houston, TX; 
$25,000 


New York Sea- 
port; $50,000 


Boston, MA; 
$50,000 


New York Seaport; 
$100,000 


Cleveland, OH; 
$35,000 


New York Sea- 
port; $50,000 


Laredo, TX; 
$25,000 
































Date Date Filed with district 
Name of principal and surety of Bond of director/area 
Approval director; amount 


Kenneth L. Kellar, P.O. Box 449, Blaine, WA; motor | Mar. 15,1976 | Apr. 5,1976 | Seattle, WA; 
carrier, St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. $25,000 
(PB 4/15/71) D 3/15/76 4 


Motor Cargo, Inc., 845 West Center St.,. North Salt | Mar. 26,1976 | Apr. 14,1976 | San Francisco, 
Lake, Utah; motor carrier, Transamerica Ins. Co. CA; $25,000 | 


William L. Rigdon d/b/a Rigdon Trucking, 2028—48th | Apr. 23,1976 | May 5,1976 | Portland, OR; 
St. Longview, WA; motor carrier, St. Paul Fire & } $25,000 
Marine Ins. Co. 





International Transport Associates, Inc. d/b/a Smyth | Apr. 28,1976 | Apr. 19,1976 | Seattle, WA; 
Caribbean Van Lines, GPO Box 3133, San Juan, $25,000 
PR; motor carrier, The Travelers Indemnity Co. | 

(PB 4/28/70) D 4/28/76 5 | 





E. G. Starner, “Sole Proprietor’, 2344 Van Iburg | Jan. 8,1976 | Jan. 15,1976 | Cleveland, OH; 
Cirele, Ft. Mitchell, KY; contract carrier, The $50, 000 
Buckeye Union Ins. Co. 
D 5/12/76 


True Transport, Inc., P.O. Box 829, Newark, NJ; | Apr. 30,1976 | May 38,1976'| New York Sea- 
motor carrier, American Motorists Ins. Co. port; $25,000 
(PB 1/17/75) D 5/3/76 * 








1 Surety is Peerless Ins. Co. 

2 Surety is Ins. Co. of North America. 

3 Principal is Howerton Truck Brokerage, Surety is Central Nat’l Ins. Co. of Omaha, 
4 Surety is U.S, Fidelity & Guarantee Co. 

5 Surety is General Ins. Co. of America. 

6 Surety is Federal Ins. Co. 


(BON-3-03) 


Katuryn C. PETERSON, 
jor Lzonarp LrxnMan, 
Assistant Commissioner, 
Regulations and Rulings. 
























Decisions of the United States 
Customs Court 


United States Customs Court 


One Federal Plaza 
New York, N.Y. 10007 


Chief Judge 
Nils A. Boe 
Judges 

Paul P. Rao James L. Watson 
Morgan Ford Herbert N. Maletz 
Scovel Richardson Bernard Newman 
Frederick Landis Edward D. Re 

Senior Judges 


Mary D. Alger 
Samuel M. Rosenstein 


Clerk 
Joseph E. Lombardi 
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Abstracts 
Abstracted Protest Decisions 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, May 24, 1976. 


The following abstracts of decisions of the United States Customs 
Court at New York are published for the information and guidance 
of officers of the customs and others concerned. Although the decisions 


j are not of sufficient general interest to print in full, the summary 
| herein given will be of assistance to customs officials in easily locating 
\\ cases and tracing important facts. 


Vernon D. Acrez, 
Commissioner of Customs. 
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CUSTOMS COURT ‘9 


Judgment of the United States Customs Court 
in Appealed Case 


May 18, 1976 


AppraL 75-28.—United States v. Arthur J. Humphreys, Ine.— 
Fence Sxcrions, prc.—ArticLes or Woop—LumBer—Woop 
Posts, Fence Pickers, Patines anp Rars—TSUS.—C.D. 4588 
affirmed April 1, 1976. C.A.D. 1168. 


Appeal to United States Court of 
Customs and Patent Appeals 


Apprat 76-24.—The Englishtown Corporation ». United States.— 
Execrric Travet Beauty Kits—Mrirrors—E.ecrricat Ar- 
TICLES; ILLUMINATING ARtTicLES; LuGGaGe; HovsEHotp AR- 
TICLES—SuMMARY JuDGMENT—TSUS. Appeal from C.D. 4642. 


The merchandise in this case, ‘Electric Travel Beauty Kits,” was 
assessed at 29.5 percent ad valorem under the provision in item 544.51, 
Tariff Schedules of the United States, as modified by T.D. 68-9, for 
mirrors. Plaintiff-appellant claimed that the merchandise was properly 
dutiable at 10 percent under the provision in item 688.40, as modified, 
fcr electrical articles. Plaintiff made alternative claims for classification 
of the merchandise under items 706.60, 653.35, 653.37, 653.39, 653.95, 
654.00, 657.20 and 657.35. 

Plaintiff moved for summary judgment alleging there were no 
genuine issues of fact to be tried. Defendant-appellee denied the 
allegation and submitted that the action should be tried by the 
Customs Court with respect to the facts in issue. Alternatively, 
the defendant cross-moved for summary judgment in its favor in the 
event the court should find that no disputed issues of fact exist 
sufficient to preclude a determination of the instant action on the 
motions for summary judgment. 

The court found that no genuine issue of fact existed which pre- 
cluded the court from making a determination of the case upon the 
motions for summary judgment and that plaintiff failed to sustain its 
burden of proof to overcome the presumption of correctness attaching 
to the classification of the customs official and to establish that such 
classification was erroneous. Accordingly, the cross-motion of the 
defendant for summary judgment was granted and the motion of the 
plaintiff for summary judgment was denied. 

It is claimed that the Customs Court erred in granting defendant’s 
cross-motion for summary judgment; in denying plaintiff’s motion for 
summary judgment for classification of the merchandise under item 











10 CUSTOMS COURT 


688.40, supra, with duty at 10% or, alternatively, under item 653.39 
at 19%, 706.60 at 20%, or 657.20 at 17%; in finding that plaintiff had 
failed to sustain its burden of proof to overcome the presumption of 
correctness attaching to the classification of the customs officials and 
to establish that such classification was erroneous; in finding that the 
merchandise was not.more than the articles described in item 544.51; 
in finding that the evidence submitted by plaintiff was not sufficient 
to establish that the merchandise possessed two or more significant 
functions justifying the application of the “more than’ doctrine; in 
finding that the principal and predominant feature of the merchandise 
was that of a mirror; in not finding that the evidence produced by 
plaintiff established that the electrical features of the merchandise 
(for illuminating 4 electric light bulbs with dimming capabilities, and 
for providing a power outlet for such things as hand tools) provided 
either the principal or a secondary significant or predominant func- 
tion; in not finding that the merchandise was an electrical article; in 
not finding that the evidence produced by plaintiff established that the 
illuminating features of the merchandise (four electric light bulbs 
with dimming and focusing features) provided either the principal 
or a secondary significant or predominant function; in not finding 
that the merchandise was an illuminating article; in not finding that 
the evidence produced by plaintiff established that the luggage fea- 
tures of the merchandise (for containing the merchandise as a kit ina 
carrying case with handle) provided either the*principal or secondary 
significant or predominant function; in not finding that the mer- 
chandise was luggage; in not finding that the evidence produced by 
plaintiff established that the household utility or table feature of the 
merchandise provided either the principal or a secondary significant or 
predominant function; in not finding that the merchandise was of a 
type for household or table use; in not finding that the merchandise 
was in chief value of iron or steel base metal; in not finding that the 
merchandise was not coated or plated with precious metal; in finding 
that the statements made by the president of the importing company, 
who personally handled and supervised the handling of all phases of 
the business of that company, concerning the capabilities and uses of 
the merchandise under appeal should be construed only as declara- 
tions and conclusions; in finding that the court does not share the 
conclusion that the sample of the merchandise under appeal is to be 
characterized as a “potent witness’’, while at the same time finding 
that said sample negates plaintiff’s claim that the merchandise is 
more than a mirror; in entering judgment dismissing this action; and 











CUSTOMS COURT 11 


in granting defendant’s cross-motion for summary judgment (which 
cross-motion did not call upon the court for a dismissal but only for 
an order overruling plaintiff’s claims and sustaining classification 


under item 544.51, TSUS), while at the same time entering judgment 
dismissing the action. 
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